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MESSAGE: _-/> s 
Dear Sir: i ), 

Enclosed please find a Response to the Office aciwii of March 22, 2004. Please confirm receipt. 

Re$pectrupy;idimined, 




Kurt Kelroai^ 1 

KK:iro • < ■ , 

USimmrdtowtytyiBtepkune. Thank yfi** 
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TW THE IINTTFT) STAT ES PtoENT AAJD TRADEMARK OFFICE 

APPLICANTS: R. MAYR ET AL ; . ',; EXAMINER: K. E. PETERSON 

SERIAL NO i : 09/074,205 GROUP: 3724 

FILED: OCTORF.R 27, 2000 

FOR: MILL SAW '-'I 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Pd Lents 
PO Box K50 

Alexandria, Vft 22313-1450 



Thic io in response to tHe.>bf f i letter of March 22, 
2004, wherein the Examiner wittidr^w the previous final 
rejection in view of n W l leant g'^: appeal brief and cited two new 
secondary TftfHr erices . 

Rejection of claim 6 undfer^S U.S.C. 103(a) ah being 

* • ji 

unpatentable over Wallers, previously fiir.ed, in view of Gebhart 
and Murray, newly cited, is reap^i. fully traversed. 

\ t '• 

The Wallers refers n.:e in c;p;r^parieon with the claimed 
invention Wda dismissed thoroug^y on paqec 4-5 of the appeal 
brief and f.n avoid redundancy th&t Examiner's attention is 

respectfully directed to these grants, which are incou^ rated 

< 

hernln by reference. The Examiner has equated Waller h< control 
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disk 3 9 with applicants 1 3tored*cqtnputer control program and 
" *\ wallers* shaft* 9, 2 6 with the claimed signal transmitter, in 

'/ this analysis, it is rfiRpRntfull^' submitted that the Examiner 

overlooked that wallers 1 controf'::*ieperida on the angle of 
rotation of slider crank drive. 6^' In contrast to th'ifi, the 
control of applicants' motor 1Q. intermittently driving fee.<3 
conveyor- 10 is independent of tfte^.anglc of rotation of slider- 
crank drive 4 . As shown in Fig*V';>i and tuliy explained in the 
full paragraph on p*yw 9 of the', specif ication, the control 
sequence depends on the cutLing^'Htroke frequency. All that in 
required ic a proper eynchroni^ajGipn, which i« assured by the 
claimed signal trancmitter trettltonting an electroniu nignal 
indicating a preoet position of -rotation of the slider-crank 

drive. . ' : ; 

•• : V 
. ; ' <» 

[' \, Takimj into account the abpiije explanation, it io 

respectfully submitted that a msr* substitution of Wallers' 
mechanical control by an electronic control would nut unive at 
i the claimed control (o) and (f)Vbf claim S. This could be 

accomplished only if the rotation of elider crank drive 6 of 
Wallers were divided into individual cutting steps and an 
, / element j nil i rating the path of ; ehch step of the tccder conveyor 

wfcre associated with eat.:}» nijL^tAj- .step. This, however, is not 
> suggested either by Waller* orftj.'fcha aecondary references. 

' / Therefore, applicants' invent ion'/ cannot be derived from a 

, ' + \ ' \ 

■ \": r2-* 
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oubotitution of a mechanical control with an electron in control 
but the claimed control dif f erevf torn in substantially even ir 
it were directed to a mechanical;' control , 

Gwblmrl-.'s saw blade position, sensor 67 is a switch which 
controls the advance ol saw bl&de table or carriage 4 and 
eerves to terminate the advance. at. the end uT i.li* work stroke 
(col. a, linee l-ab) « if it w;rfr ft obvious to modify Wallez* by 
Gebhart '3 teaching, the inlet- a^d outlet of edge 47 of recess 
4C in control disk 39 would be eteheed by a sensor to switch 
motor 15 on and off. However, "pitching the motor on and off 
in dependent :m on th& position d£<*rotation of a slide-crank 
drive is not the object uT the 1 'Rimmed invention since it 
requires sensing of two positions of rotation of the *1 UIh- 
crank drive, one position cont'tdiling the switching on of Die 
motor and the other position cpritroiling its switching off. 
Thus, no combination of Gebharfc'-with Wallcro leado to the 
subject matter set forth at (eljind (£) of claim 6. 



All that Murray suggests is'M nnmputer control lur Lhe 
feed rolls 18, 20 , 21 and eut-qff saw pivot arm 27. Nothing in 

the cited patents makes ±t obvious to use such a uomyulwr 
control program in wallars and/or- Gebhart, nor would it make 
t • conce to uce cuch a program in 'the Wallers and Gebhart devices 

oincc their motorc are ewitched'jbn in one position ot rotation 
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ot the elide-crank drive and a^^witched off in another 
poBition ot rotation. Thus, , nq ^arribination of Gebhart axid/ur 
Murray with Wallers makco the ouBject matter of claim b 

obvious . *' 

ft* r n 

Upon allowance nf generic. Iclalm 6, claims 7, 9 and 10 are 
believed to be allowable since "they rtepend on claim 6. The 
allowance of claim ti ie gratefully noted. 

A sincere effort having beeft.made to overcome all grounde 

t ,r rHjt-i'ii.imi, favorable reconsideration and allowance of claim 

6, with dependent. cIhmiih 7, 9 kpii 10, are respectfully 

solicited. ■ ]<}> 

Respectfully y ubni i I . l,fcd , 
nEINH0tp ; -HAYR ET AL 
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